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REMARKS 

Claims ! -6 a«4 8-18 am pending in this application. Cllaim 2 is canceied, and claims 1, 3, 
5. 6, 9, and 1 M7 are affiei^ded. New claims 19 and 20 are added. Applicants submit Lhar no 
new matter is added as written description support for the «ew and amended claims exists in the 
specification and claims as originally filed. 
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Applicants thank the Examiner for ihe coijriesy of the interview held on March 7, 2011, 
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comparing the remiis shown for Examples 5 or 6 in ihe specification widi test residts to be 
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required by Anpiicanis^ claims for isse as an adhesive. 5^^: Office Action ai 2. According to the 
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clmrm remain prima racie obvaous. 
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amended claim 17. 

With regard the to the remaining rejected claims, Applicams provide evidence bebw of 
anexpeciccl rcsuUs a>i discussed dia-iog Lhc uucrview. 
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C'omparative Example 5A i 
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described '\n Kilagawa at. the bottom of page 69. 
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An indication of aliowapice of all pendirf cl* utjn in s|h ^ i ^ 'v f lu e veni 
any issues remain, Appiicanis would api^recii ic if e «.omro^% ». ♦ i tCxv« vnv. >. 1 ? iIk a counsel 
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